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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 
Claims 1-29 are pending and again presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's amendment filed 31 October 2006, with respect to the Objection to the 
drawings, has been fiilly considered and therefore is withdrawn. 

2. Examiner would like to assert that an agreement that Applicant had shown sufficient 
support for the claim and the claimed embodiment was not reached. Further, an agreement that 
Applicant's interpretation of the system of Brown being solely a scheduler was not reached. 

3. Examiner notes that Applicant's arguments regarding the specification are contradicting. 
In the introduction the Applicant notes that claims represented a different embodiment from the 
invention illustrated in Figures 4 and 5. However, under the 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph 
section of the arguments the Applicant specifies support for the claims is found on page. 8, lines 
26-28 and additionally Figures 4 and 5 describe an alternate embodiment of the invention to that 
which is recited in the claims. 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 31 October 2006, with respect to 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first 
paragraph, have been fiiUy considered and are therefore withdrawn. 

5. Applicant's arguments (concerning the preamble) filed 31 October 2006, with respect to 
35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. It is 
still unclear which statutory (method or system) class the claims are directed. 
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6. Applicant's arguments (concerning the lack of antecedent basis and the terms being 
vague and indefinite) filed 31 October 2006, with respect to 35 U.S:C. 112, second paragraph, 
have been fully considered and are therefore withdrawn. 

7. Applicant argues that Brown does not disclose "initiating execution of performance of 
said particular sequence of tasks. . .without scheduling. . .". Examiner notes thaj in the Office 
Action the Examiner asserted that Brown failed to explicitly disclose the above limitation. 
Brown discloses task priorities where if a task with a higher priority conflicts with a task with a 
lower priority the higher priority task is implemented without scheduling (C. 8, lines 47-65). 
Further, the Brown system similar to the Applicant's invention is concerned with the 
comprehensive health of a user (C. 1, lines 15-20). Moreover, the Applicant's invention 
specifies a sequence of tasks that need to be performed by an individual, similar to the Brown 
system. The Brown system indicates to a user which tasks and in which order to perform the 
tasks (C. 15, line 62 ~ C. 16, line 8). 

8. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 
In this case, Brown and Stoodley are both concerned with managing patient data. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

9. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention, 

10. Claims 1, 11, 20, 26 and 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 



As per Claims L 11. 20 and 28-29. the Applicant recites "In a system. . and "a method 

performed. . which is vague and indefinite. It is unclear to the Office which statutory class the 
Applicant is attempting to claim. One would be led to believe from the preamble that a system is 
being claimed, while the dependent claims are method claims. Appropriate correction is 
required in the indicated claims and any subsequent claims. 



Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 

11. The following is a quotafion of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 1-2, 5, 9-15, 18, 25-26 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brown et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,458,080 Bl. 



As per Claims 1. 9-11. 26 and 28, Brown et al. discloses a method comprising: 
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- associating in a repository, at least one event potentially affecting healthcare 
delivered to a patient with a sequence of tasks to be performed to support healthcare 
delivery to said patient (C. 6, lines 13-29, 45-60; C. 7, line 36-C, 8, line 16); 

- receiving a message identifying occurrence of said event and at least one parameter 
associated with said event (C. 6, lines 13-17; C. 8, lines 47-65); 

- determining by using said repository, a particular sequence of tasks to be performed, 
in response to receiving said message identifying occurrence of said event (C. 8, lines 
47-65); and 

- determining by using said repository, whether said identified event is associate with a 
particular process of a plurality of predetermined processes (C. 7, lines 36-65; C. 8, 

. lines 47-65); 

- providing said parameter to said particular process in response to said determination 
said identified event is associated with said particular process (C. 7, lines 36-65; C. 8, 
lines 47-65); 

- a communication interface for receiving a message identifying occurrence of said 
event (C. 6, lines 3-5); 

- an event analyzer for using said at least one repository and for applying 
predetermined rules to interpret said identified event to determine a particular 
sequence of tasks to be performed in response to receiving said message identifying 
occurrence of said identified event (C. 5, lines 15-29); and 
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- in response to examining predetermined information and said occurrence of said 
identified event, substituting at least one of said particular tasks for a task of another 
task sequence being performed (C. 7, lines 62-65). 
Brown et al. fails to explicitly disclose initiating execution of performance of said particular 
sequence of tasks by at least one individual without scheduling said performance and associated 
intervening scheduling time delay in response to receiving said message identifying occurrence 
of said event and determination pre-conditions associated with said task sequence are satisfied 
and said tasks of said task sequence are ready for performance by said at least one individual. 
However, Brown et al. discloses scheduling a task to a task list according to task priority, 
available time, financial and health allowances for a user to perform. Though, if a scheduling 
time is not determined, prompting the user to make a manual scheduling decision (C. 7, lines 36- 
47; C. 9, lines 27-38). In addition, Brown et al. discloses a meeting request where there are 
conflicting tasks at the required meeting time. Seeing as the meeting has a higher priority, the 
meeting supersedes the conflicting tasks, and one of the conflicting tasks (picking up dinner) is 
done without scheduling in order to clear time for the meeting according to certain criteria (C. 8, 
lines 47-65; see also Figure 3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the method of Brown et al. and include 
executing a task without scheduling the task, because it allows the system to execute tasks with 
higher priority and reschedule other less important tasks. 
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As per Claim 2, Brown et al. further discloses including in response to examining 
predetermined information and said occurrence of said identified event, substituting at least one 
of said particular tasks for a task of an existing task sequence being performed (C. 7, lines 62- 
65); 

As per Claim 5 and 14 , Brown et al. fails to explicitly disclose including the activities of 
filtering a plurality of received messages to identify said message identifying occurrence of an 
event potentially affecting healthcare delivered to a patient and excluding other messages 
immaterial to said healthcare delivered to said patient. However, Brown et al. discloses filtering 
through a menu received from a server, and also filtering through electronic preferences and 
health profile for relevant preferences of a patient (C. 15, lines 18-23; C. 22, lines 22-25). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to modify the method of Brown et al. and include using a filter to filter for relevant 
information associated with a patient, because it allows the physician to more accurately 
determine what information is relevant to treating a patient. 

As per Claim 12 , Brown et al. discloses wherein said associated parameter is for use by 
muhiple different process task sequences and is stored at a location available for access by said 
multiple different process task sequences (C. 2, lines 20-35; C. 4, lines 46-63). 
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As per Claim 13. Brown et al. further discloses including the activity of verifying said 
associated parameter is compatible with predetermined value criteria as a pre-condition to 
providing said parameter to said predetermined process (C. 2, lines 20-35). 

As per Claim 15. Brown et al. further discloses including the activities of replacing 
initiating performance of another process with said initiating performance of said identified 
process (C. 8, lines 47-65). 

As per Claim 18 . Brown et al. further discloses including the activity of receiving 
information identifying active process instances and storing records in a database indicating said 
identified active process instances (C. 6, lines 13-29; C. 8, lines 43-65). 

As per Claim 25 . Brown et al. fails to explicitly disclose including the activity of 
searching a database containing records indicating active processes and process instances to 
identify active process instances of said second process to be modified in response to receiving 
said at least one message. However, Brown et al: discloses comparing a scheduled task to an 
electronic schedule to determine availability (C. 8, lines 47-65). Also, Brown et al. discloses 
searching a database for information (C. 23, lines 43-46). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the method of 
Brown et al. and include searching a database for availability times in response to a received task 
request, because it allows the system to determine available times to execute the task. 
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13. Claims 3-4, 6-8, 16-17, 19-24, 27 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brown et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,458,080 Bl . in view of Stoodley et al. Pub. 
NO.US2004/0078236 Al. 

As per Claim 3 , Brown et al. fails to disclose wherein said message includes an event 
identifier identifying said event and is generated by a second process comprising a second set of 
tasks and including the activity of also receiving an identifier identifying a particular instance of 
said first process. However, Stoodley et al. teaches an event identifier to link categories of data 
within a data set to a patient management cycle (0117). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the method of 
Brown et al. and include an event identifier, because it allows the system to link specific patient 
data to a patient management system, which allows the system to give patient specific care. 

As per Claim 4 . Brown et al. ftuther discloses wherein said particular instance of said 
first process comprises a particular use of said process for a specific patient (C. 8, lines 47-65). 

As per Claim 6 , Brown et al. fails to disclose including the activity of associating in a 
repository, said event with a process instance identifier identifying an instance of a process 
comprising said sequence of tasks. However, Brown et al. discloses identifying categories of 
events (Tables 1-3). Further, Stoodley et al. teaches an event identifier to link categories of data 
within a data set to a patient management cycle (0117). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the method of 
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Brown et al. and include an event identifier, because it allows the system to link specific patient 
data to a patient management system, which allows the system to give patient specific care. 

As per Claim 7, 16, 19 and 27 , Brown et al. discloses replacing a task by another task 
with higher priority (C. 8, lines 47-65). Brown et al. fails to disclose, an event identifier 
identifying said event and a process identifier identifying a target process. However, Stoodley et 
al. teaches an event identifier to link categories of data within a data set to a patient management 
cycle (01 17). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Brown et al. and include an event identifier, 
because it allows the system to link specific patient data to a patient management system, which 
allows the system to give patient specific care. 

As per Claim 8 and 17 . Brown et al. fails to explicitly disclose including the activity of 
searching a database containing records indicating active processes and process instances to 
identify active process instances of said target process to be replaced. However, Brown et al. 
discloses comparing a scheduled task to an electronic schedule to determine availability (C. 8, 
lines 47-65). Also, Brown et al. discloses searching a database for information (C. 23, lines 43- 
46). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify the method of Brown et al. and include searching a database for 
availability times in response to a received task request, because it allows the system to 
determine available times to execute the task. 
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As per Claims 20 and 29 , Brown et al. discloses a method comprising: 

- associating in a repository, at least one event potentially affecting healthcare 
delivered to a patient comprising a sequence of tasks to be performed to support 
healthcare delivery to a patient (C. 6, lines 13-29, 45-60; C. 7, line 36- C.8, line 16); 

- receiving at least one message identifying occurrence of said event during said first 
process and identifying a parameter associated with said event (C. 8, lines 47-65); 

- acquiring said parameter associated with said event said event and providing said 
parameter to an instance of a second process identified using said repository (C. 7, 
lines36-65); 

- determining by using said repository, a particular sequence of tasks to be performed, 
in response to receiving said message identifying occurrence of said event (C. 8, lines 
47-65). 

Brown et al. fails to explicitly disclose initiating execution of performance of said particular 
sequence of tasks by at least one individual without scheduling said performance and associated 
intervening scheduling time delay in response to receiving said message identifying occurrence 
of said event and determination pre-conditions associated with said task sequence are satisfied. 
However, Brown et al. discloses scheduling a task to a task list according to task priority, 
available time, financial and health allowances for a user to perform. Though, if a scheduling 
time is not determined, prompting the user to make a manual scheduling decision (C. 7, lines 36- 
47; C. 9, lines 27-38). In addition. Brown et al. discloses a meeting request where there are 
conflicting tasks at the required meeting time. Seeing as the meeting has a higher priority, the 
meeting supersedes the conflicting tasks, and one of the conflicting tasks (picking up dinner) is 
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done without scheduling in order to clear time for the meeting according to certain criteria (C. 8, 
lines 47-65; see also Figure 3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the method of Brown et al. and include 
executing a task without scheduling the task, because it allows the system to execute tasks with 
higher priority and reschedule other less important tasks. 

Brown et al. fails to disclose a process instance identifier identifying an instance of a 
process. However, Stoodley et al. teaches an event identifier to link categories of data within a 
data set to a patient management cycle (0117). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the method of Brown et al. 
and include an event identifier, because it allows the system to link specific patient data to a 
patient management system, which allows the system to give patient specific care. 

As per Claim 21 , Brown et al. discloses initiating processing of said second process from 
said particular individual task in response to receiving said at least one message identifying 
occurrence of said event and determination said parameter is within predetermined acceptability 
criteria (C. 8, lines 47-65; also see Figure 3). Brown et al. fails to disclose including the activity 
of receiving an identifier identifying a particular individual task in said second process. Brown 
et al. fails to disclose a process instance identifier identifying an instance of a process. However, 
Stoodley et al. teaches an event identifier to link categories of data within a data set to a patient 
management cycle (0117), Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the method of Brown et al. and include an event 
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identifier, because it allows the system to link specific patient data to a patient management 
system, which allows the system to give patient specific care. 

As per Claim 22 , Brown et al. discloses wherein said parameter associated with said 
event is stored at a location available for access by said first and second processes (C. 2, lines 20- 
35; C. 4, lines 46-63). 

As per Claim 23 , Brown et al. discloses sharing data between said first and second 
process (C. 8, lines 47-65). Brown et al. fails to disclose sharing data comprising sharing at least 
one an event identifier. However, Stoodley et al. teaches an event identifier to link categories of 
data within a data set to a patient management cycle (01 17). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the 
method of Brown et al. and include an event identifier, because it allows the system to link 
specific patient data to a patient management system, which allows the system to give patient 
specific care. 

As per Claim 24 , Brovm et al. discloses modifying a task in response to an event (C. 8, lines 47- 
^ 65). Brown et al. fails to disclose at least one message includes a process identifier. However, 
Stoodley et al. teaches an event identifier to link categories of data within a data set to a patient 
management cycle (01 17). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the method of Brown et al. and include an event 
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identifier, because it allows the system to link specific patient data to a patient management 
system, which allows the system to give patient specific care. 

Conclusion 

14. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory, period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi-om the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. Although the 
specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific 
limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is 
respectfully requested that the applicant, in preparing the responses, fully consider the references 
in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invenfion, as well as the context of 
the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the examiner. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fadey S. Jabr whose telephone number is (571) 272-1516. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Fri. 7:30am to 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on (571) 272-6708. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPtO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Fadey S Jabr 

Examiner 

Art.Unit3628 

FSJ 
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Please address mail to be delivered by the United States Postal Service (USPS) as 
follows: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(571) 273-1516 [Informal/Draft communications, labeled "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"] 

Hand delivered responses should be brought to the Customer Service Window, Randolph Building, 401 
Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 223 1 4 




